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Subject: News Articles (For EPA Distribution Only)

BNA DAILY ENVIRONMENT REPORT ARTICLES

EPA Withdraws New Use Rule Proposed
To Limit Adhesive Chemicals' Production
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The Environmental Protection Agency will withdraw on March 26 a proposed significant new use rule that would have

limited the production volume of two chemicals used to make adhesives....

EU Chemicals Agency Committee Backs
Restriction on Lead in Consumer Products

The use of lead and lead compounds in products and parts of products that children could place in their mouths should
be prohibited in the European Union under the bloc's REACH chemicals law, the European Chemicals Agency (ECHA) said
March...

Hearing on TSCA Reform Delaved, but Talks
On Draft Bill Continue, Rep. Shimkus Says

Rep. John Shimkus (R-lil.) told Bloomberg BNA March 25 that he expects a House subcommittee to delay an anticipated
hearing on the draft Chemicals in Commerce Act until the week of April 10....

CHEMICAL WATCH ARTICLES

Sweden presses European Commission on nano proposals
Further delays on amendment of REACH annexes

In a move to break the stalemate on amending the REACH annexes to better account for nanomaterials, the European
Commission has accepted an invitation from Sweden to organise an informal meeting in a couple of months time.

The invitation was made at last week's meeting of the Competent Authority Subgroup on Nanomaterials {CASG-nano),
after the Commission notified attendees that it would not be presenting its long-awaited proposals on amending the
REACH annexes on information requirements. According to a spokesperson from Sweden's Chemicals Agency (Kemi), the
issue of the annexes was pulled from the agenda a couple of days prior to the meeting, which was also cut from two
days to one as a result.

Kemi says that to break the deadlock it proposed the Commission organise an informal meeting, which the EU executive
accepted, and was supported by around ten member states. The spokesperson says Sweden wants the Commission to
be open about the issues and especially share the versions of the proposals, which DG Environment and DG Enterprise
are working on. “This would improve transparency and enable member states to see where the problems are so that
they can understand the issues and try to work together to find solutions,” he said.

The European Commission says it is still working to confirm the meeting.

CASG-nano participants voiced their anger over the long delay on the issue at last week's meeting, and the apparent lack
of progress since they last met in October 2013 (CW 29 October 2013).
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Several member states suggested that REACH is not working properly as only nine nanomaterials have been registered.
They are concerned that no deadline has been set for amendment of the annexes.

European Commission officials did not want to talk about their differences on the issue. One CASG-nano participant told
Chemical Watch that DG Environment seems to favour an approach proposed by Germany, which includes specific
information requirements for nanomaterials to be added to the relevant REACH annexes. The type of information
requested from those registering nanomaterials would be related to persistence, surface area or reactivity, for example.
The German proposal also prohibits read-across, due to the lack of certainty that the approach works for nanomaterials
as it does for “bulk” substances. Several member states are understood to support the German work.

DG Enterprise is reported to want more evidence of the risks posed by nanomaterials. The reason why the two DGs have
not been able to agree on proposals so far is due to the complexity of the issue, a Commission source told Chemical
Watch.

“The REACH [nano] review was almost two years ago and the European Commission has done nothing on the
commitment it took back then,” says Tatiana Santos, senior policy officer for chemicals and nanotechnology at the
European Environmental Bureau (EEB), who participated in the meeting.

Until the two DGs agree on what they want to achieve, an impact assessment cannot be conducted.

If a comprise can be hammered out over the summer, a proposal should be presented to the next CASG-nano meeting in
either September or October. If accepted, an impact assessment will then be conducted and the proposals could be
published by the end of the year, Chemical Watch understands.

Carmen Paun

Comment on this article in the Forum

US EPA withdraws Snur for vinylidene esters

The US EPA is withdrawing a proposed significant new use rule (Snur) it issued last April for two chemical substances
generically identified as vinylidene esters. They were the subject of pre-manufacture notices (PMN) under the Toxic
Substances Control Act.

The agency says it is taking the action on the basis of experimental data provided by the PMN submitter, and relevant
environmental fate and toxicity data associated with cyanoacrylates submitted to the EPA during the public comment
period on the proposed Snur.

The EPA determined that the information it received demonstrated that cyanoacrylates, rather than esters identified in
the proposed rule, are more appropriate structural analogues for assessment of potential toxicity of the PMN
substances to aquatic organisms. This had been the basis of the notification requirements in the proposed Snur.

“Based on review of experimental data provided by the PMN submitter, and relevant environmental fate and toxicity
data associated with cyanoacrylates, the agency no longer supports the original concerns for toxicity to aquatic
organisms,” the EPA said in a Federal Register notice.
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Further Information

Federal Register

Comment on this article in the Forum

US EPA withdraws Snur for vinylidene esters

The US EPA is withdrawing a proposed significant new use rule (Snur) it issued last April for two chemical substances
generically identified as vinylidene esters. They were the subject of pre-manufacture notices (PMN) under the Toxic
Substances Control Act.

The agency says it is taking the action on the basis of experimental data provided by the PMN submitter, and relevant
environmental fate and toxicity data associated with cyanoacrylates submitted to the EPA during the public comment
period on the proposed Snur.

The EPA determined that the information it received demonstrated that cyanoacrylates, rather than esters identified in
the proposed rule, are more appropriate structural analogues for assessment of potential toxicity of the PMN
substances to aquatic organisms. This had been the basis of the notification requirements in the proposed Snur.

“Based on review of experimental data provided by the PMN submitter, and relevant environmental fate and toxicity
data associated with cyanoacrylates, the agency no longer supports the original concerns for toxicity to aquatic
organisms,” the EPA said in a Federal Register notice.

Further Information

Federal Register

Comment on this article in the Forum »
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OTHER ARTICLES

EPA requests nominations for 2014 Presidential Green Chemistry Challenge Awards

Water Technology Online

WASHINGTON — The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is asking companies or institutions to nominate their

innovative technologies for ...

HCTI: State of California Places Isocvanates on Restricted List May Ban Qutright Within 24 Months

Wall Street Journal

The announcement is part of a bigger effort to educate consumers and manufacturers about product safety under the
Green-Chemistry Law, which ...

Navigating a Toxic World with Environmental Rock Star Ken Cook

CareZ.com

But we are all about helping folks minimize exposure to dangerous chemicals — some which we know a lot about (like
asbestos), many we are just ...

Forum: Bill regulating chemicals would protect Connecticut's children

New Haven Register

Chemicals are not people — they do not live or breathe, they do not feel ... Moreover, our definition of what is a toxic

chemical or an unsafe product ...

Search on for fire's toxic legacy

The Nation

Dioxins and furans are among the most toxic chemicals known to science and can cause cancer in humans. The agencies
have also asked the ...

Will Your Son, Daughter or Grandchild Become Chronically Il with Autism? Author Peter Greenlaw ...

Digitallournal.com

Through his intensive years of research, Greenlaw discovered the impact of the chemical toxicity and degraded
nutrients of foodstuffs on our health.

QOur opinion: A habit worth kicking

Brattleboro Reformer

Grandjean and Landrigan believe toxic chemicals might be the reason why we've seen recent increases in

neurodevelopmental disabilities among ...

Environmental scientists warn of health risks for men
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Wisconsin Gazette

Toxic substances in drinking water, food, food packaging and personal care products, as well as exposure to harmful UV
rays have all been linked to ...

E-Cigarettes: A Reliable Smoking Alternative Or Vials Of Toxic Poison?

The Consumerist

Manufacturers promote electronic cigarette as mimicking the sensation of smoking without exposing the user to the
dangerous chemicals found in ...
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